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upon capital" How then can the landowner or
small proprietor, how can the mere labourer, who is
dependent upon him, keep his head above water ?
He cannot. It is impossible. He is always coming
to that deep part of the stream which the poor ryot
spoke of, always finding that to keep himself and
his family from starvation he must get further and
further into debt, until at last there comes a period
of scarcity, and he perishes.

To obviate the admitted drawbacks of our system,
a plan has been proposed which already works fairly
well in some districts.    This is to spread the pay-
ment of the land-tax over a period of twenty years,
allowing interest at a low rate it paid in advance,
and charging it if carried over.    But, as the native
journals urge, the scheme still makes no due allow-
ance for total remission in years of famine.    Here,
again, we must return to native methods.    Oude,
for instance, infamously misgoverned  as  it was in
one sense under the king prior to annexation, was
richer,  the  people were better off, the whole pro-
vince more valuable than is the case to-day.    Sir
William Sleeman foresaw this, and protested against
the way in which annexation was carried out.    A
greater blunder, as we can now see, was never made.
Politically it was  one of the  chief causes of the
mutiny; financially and  economically,  it  has been
a  miserable  failure.    For  here,   as   elsewhere, we
have attempted to make a clean sweep of the whole
social system, and tried to a great extent that plan
of leaving no  class  between  the pauper ryot and
the collector, which  has had  such  serious   results
in other parts of India.